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-.The MAILING DATt of this communication app ears on the cover sheet with the corresponoenc* - 



nnno CAII c Tn pi apf THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

SSIM^^CT^ S^ff " a *"* Sted Request for C0 * ued 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114.- 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the maiiing date ofthefinalr j*" d he fina| rejection , whichever is , ate r. In 

b) H The period for rep.y expires on: (1) the mailing date «*^*^ n ™iJ^^^j;^"^ of the Lai rejection. 

^r c i s seeMPEP 

ErtensSLen^ 

fee have been filed is the date for purposes o« SaXSS^ stSS Period forreply originally set in the final Office actton; or 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
« lb) n thev raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

Z □ they « no, deemed ,0 place the application in better form for appea, by materia,,, reducng cr the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

3 H Applicant S E reWr7as overcome the following rejection(s): R ation of claims 10-1 binder 35 U S^C. § 101 

4 □ TXZo^ amended claim(s) _ would be allowable if submitted in a separate, tm* fled amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). . 

5 H The aO affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)El request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
m appMon in condition for allowance because. s~ c««m*»> ^ 

g Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raiQPH hv the Examiner in the final rejection. 

Sswssssssassarsassssr-- 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 

m Z^Z^Z^^m^ approvedo, * disapproved by the .amine, 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. Q Other: 
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«, 4 ^ — Application No. 09/512,226 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: The applicant's arguments filed on 6/16/03 have 
been fu,l V R c ^ argues ,hat, "Arsenault does not teach a method in which a second announcement 

tSSS^S^l^^B,^ argues that, "nowhere does Arsenault teach that such content information may be transmitted 
prior to ^^^^S!^^ degrees with the applicant because the Arsenault et al reference clearly teaches that 

stream ^SSZiSw^ar content material that is transmitted before any assignment of connects has been determined for sa.d 
content as claimed, since the map generation is performed after the content information ,s processed. 
Rpnardina indeDendent claim 10, the applicant presents the same arguments as in claim 1. 

^S^S^^H^^^ with the applicant because of the teachings of the Arsenault et a. reference as 
described above for cla^ l^ „ nowhere does Arsengult djsc|ose a processor _ base d system 

comprising ^stoSge 9 Cstorfa template for said first announcement, said template formed before said connection information ,s 
available."" respectfully disagrees with the applicant because the Arsenault et al reference clearly teaches, "a 

Yoshinobu £h o, suggest a method in which a second announcement including content descriptor , is transmitted Wo™ an, 

™s » ssrs £ sssas* - a, as 

^^R^^^^ZS^ c b ,m 4. the appilcan, further argues tha, -neither Yoshinobu nor Arsenaut, teaches o, 
disclosed in Yoshinobu, is inherently linked to the same connection information for sa.d level of granularity.. 
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